B. REMARKS (COMMENTS) 

A. AMENDMENTS AND SPECIFICATION AND DRAWINGS 
No amendments have been requested as the drawings, or specification 
pursuant to the parameters of 35 U.S.C 112, etc. 

C. AMENDMENTS TO CLAIMS UNDER 35 U.S.C. 101 

Applicant has amended claims 1, 2, 3, and 4 pursuant to the provisions of 
35 U.S.C. 101. Claims 1, 2 and 4 have each been amended in specific and 
different particulars so that each claim is now considered in compliance with 35 
USC 101 (claims 1 and 2 are also amended pursuant to 35 USC 102 rejection). 
Under Clemot, all claims 1, 2, 3 and 4 have been amended pursuant to the 
provisions of all other references under 35 USC 102. Claim 5 is cancelled and 
new claim 6 is submitted. 

D. REJECTION UNDER 35 U.S.C. 102 

A. The examiner has rejected claims 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 based on the Clemot 
U.S. Patent , 5,894,519 (and other references). 

Further, the Clemot reference patent does not disclose the use of means 
to achieve an overall code comparison by any proper mathematical or 
algogromithic methodology: and only incidentally refers some comparative 
function. This later aspect is not the intended focus of the references. As to the 
35 U.S.C. 102 rejection, attention is drawn to the following additional language 
in the specification of Clemot. 



E. CONCLUSION 



In conclusion, Applicant maintains tha^the subject application is ready for 
allowance as to amended claims 




George R. Royer 
Applicant 
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